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HOUSE  COMMITTEE  REPORTS  OUT  SUBMERGED  LANDS  BILL 

The  House  Judicary  Committee  voted  lii-7,  on  March  2U,  in  favor  of  H.R.  Ul98,  to  give  control 
of  submerged  lands  out  to  historic  boundaries  to  the  States.  These  boundaries  extend  for  3  miles 
in  California,  and  10.5  miles  in  Texas  and  Louisiana.  In  addition,  under  the  provisions  of  this 
bill,  the  states  adjacent  to  the  submerged  lands  will  have  the  right  to  tax  oil  taken  from 
lands  beyond  this  limit.  H.R.  hl98  is  contrary  to  the  position  taken  by  the  Administration, 
ihich  now  advocates  State  control  to  the  3-niile  limit,  but  exclusive  Federal  Control  beyond 
that  point. 

House  leaders  expect  the  measure  to  be  brought  to  the  floor  on  Monday,  March  30,  with  a  vote 
on  April  1,  which  means  that  by  the  time  you  receive  this  Newsletter,  a  decision  may  already 
have  been  made  in  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Chairman  Hugh  Butler  of  Nebraska  has  predicted  that  the  Senate  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs  will  approve  a  bill  which  abandons  federal  claims  out  to  historic  boundaries, 
and  ignores,  for  the  present,  any  question  about  resources  beyond  those  limits.  This  bill  will 
be  reported  within  the  next  wedc.  Senator  Clinton  P.  Anderson,  who  advocates  federal  control 
of  the  submerged  lands,  will  offer  his  bill,  with  the  “Oil  for  Education"  Amendment,  during 
Senate  debate.  The  debate  will  probably  last  for  one  or  two  weeks. 

Senator  Paul  Douglas  said,  in  a  radio  address  to  his  constituents,  on  Sunday,  March  22: 

"The  oil  bill  is  only  one  of  several  current  attempts  to  get  the  government  to  give  away 
its  valuable  resources.  And  if  the  coastal  states  get  the  oil,  the  western  states  will 
be  asking  for  our  public  lands.  It  could  lead  to  a  tragic  waste  of  our  remaining  national 
resources.  In  three  separate  decisions,  the  Supreme  Court  declared  that  these  resources 
belonged  to  all  the  people  in  all  the  states,  not  just  to  those  states  wl-iich  happened  to 
be  located  near  them. 

I  am  helping  to  sponsor  an  alternate  measure.  Senator  Hill*s  'oil  for  education’  amendment. 
If  this  bill  were  passed,  the  oil  resources  could  be  used  for  public  purposes,  such  as 
defense  during  the  national  emergency,  and  then  for  the  improvement  of  schools  in  Illinois 
and  all  of  our  states.  Or  if  Congress  does  not  want  to  use  the  oil  royalties  for  education, 
it  could  devote  them  to  paying  off  the  national  debt." 
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Thus  the  issue  is  clearly  before  the  country.  Will  your  Representative  and  Senators  vote  to  f" 
uphold  the  Supreme  Court  decisions  that  the  title  to  these  resources  belongs  to  all  the  peoplef 
Or  will  they  vote  to  vest  the  title  in  the  states  having  adjacent  boundaries,  so  that  these 
three  or  four  states  will  be  free  to  utilize  the  inccme  from  these  resources  for  their 
respective  states  only? 

CIVIL  RIGHTS  BILLS  BEFORE  CONGRESS 


nn 
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A  great  number  and  variety  of  bills  have  been  introduced  in  three  main  fields  of  civil  rightsj 
proposals  for  the  establishment  of  a  Fair  Employments  Practices  Commission,  anti-lynch  legis- 
lation,  and  anti-poll  tax  legislation.  There  has  also  been  a  specific  proposal  by  Senator 
Wayne  Morse  for  the  elimination  of  segregation  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  a  promise  made  by 
the  President  during  his  caapaign.  Another  bill  would  eliminate  segregation  from  interstate  i® 
transportation  facilities . 


Two  major  bills  propose  some  form  of  FEPC.  The  Ives-Humphrey  Bill  (S.  692),  sponsored  by  a 
bipartisan  group  of  19  Senators,  is  substantially  the  sane  as  the  Humphrey-Ives  Bill  of  the  ^ 
82nd  Congress,  It  would  set  up  a  seven-member  Ccxamission  with  enforcement  as  well  as  investiga 
tory  powers,  "to  prohibit  discrimination  in  employment  because  of  race,  color,  religion, 
national  origin  or  ancestry,"  Another  bill,  introduced  by  Senator  Dirksen  (S.l),  would  ® 

establish  a  five-member  Commission  "to  promote  observance  of  civil  rights  of  all  individuals; 
and  to  aid  in  eliminating  discrimination  in  employment  because  of  race,  creed  or  color."  The 
Dirksen  Bill  is  primarily  educational;  the  commission  created  under  it  would  have  powers  to 
make  comprehensive  studies  and  recommendations,  but  would  have  no  powers  to  enforce  non- 
discriminatory  employment  through  Court  action.  ,3 

A  group  of  Senators,  led  by  Hubert  Humphrey,  have  introduced  S.  U62,  to  prohibit  and  punish 
lynching;  Senator  Ferguson  sponsors  S.  99  for  the  same  purpose.  S.  U62  would  punish  negligent 
government  officials  as  well  as  actual  participants  in  lynching,  and  would  provide  redress  to  '® 
the  families  of  victims,  as  a  government  responsibility.  Senator  Ferguson's  bill,  on  the  ^ 
other  hand,  does  not  contain  such  provisions,  unless  an  actual  conspiracy  between  the  lynchers 
and  the  government  officials  can  be  proved. 

10 

S.  1*63,  introduced  by  the  same  group  of  Senators  irtiich  sponsors  S.  U62,  outlaws  the  requiremefl 
of  a  tax  as  a  prerequisite  for  voting  in  a  federal  election,  either  primary  or  direct.  S.  10$,  'f 
introduced  by  Senator  Ferguson,  is  a  modified  version  of  the  same  principles.  These  two  bills 
would  eliminate  the  poll  tax,  still  in  existence  in  $  States,  by  direct  Congressional  legisla- 
tion.  Another  group  of  Senators,  primarily  frcm  the  South,  believe  that  such  action  by  Congre 
is  unconstitutional  -  and  they  have  offered  a  constitutional  amendment,  S.J.Res  25,  to 
eliminate  the  poll  tax.  This  would  require  a  two-thirds  vote  by  both  houses  of  Congress,  and 
ratification  by  36  states,  in  order  to  become  law. 

Various  omnibus  civil  rights  bills  have  been  introduced  in  both  Houses.  One  of  these  was 
introduced  in  the  Senate  as  S.  535^  By  Senator  Humphrey  and  seven  others,  and  in  the  House  by 
Representatives  Rodino,  Javits,  Celler,  Powell  and  Addonizio,  It  would  create  a  Ccmmission 
on  Civil  Rights,  which  would  have  general  survey  and  advisory  powers  in  the  whole  area  of 
civil  rights.  This  type  of  commission  was  created  in  Minnesota  by  Senator  Humphrey,  when  he 
was  Governor  of  that  State, 

On  the  whole,  the  bills  advocating  stronger  enforcement  powers  would  seem  t  o  have  the  least 
chance  for  consideration.  But  there  is  very  little  likelihood  of  any  civil  rights  legislation 
passing  Congress  this  session.  It  is  extremely  doubtful  that  Senator  Taft  will  want  to  risk 
a  filibuster  by  Southern  Senators,  in  spite  of  his  earlier  statement  that  he  could  probably 
produce  the  6U  votes  necessary  for  cloture,  in  the  course  of  debate  on  a  Republic  civil  rights 
measure.  Such  a  filibuster  seems  almost  inevitable,  if  any  of  the  above  issues  are  put  to  a 
test  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate.  S.J.Res,  25,  the  constitutional  amendment  prohibiting  poll 
taxes,  would  sean  to  have  the  best  chance  for  passing,  since  it  is  sponsored  by  a  group  of 
Southern  Senators;  on  the  other  hand,  it  would  face  an  extremely  difficult  hurdle  in  the  fora 
of  the  ratification  requirement. 

All  civil  rights  bills  are  now  under  consideration  by  congressional  committees.  The  FEPC  bill£ 
have  been  referred  to  the  Conmittee  on  Labor  and  Public  Welfare  of  the  Senate,  while  their 
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ouse  equivalents  are  before  the  House  Comiaittee  on  Education  and  Welfare.  Senator  Ferguson's 
nti-poll  tax  bill  Yias  referred  t  o  the  Senate  Canmittee  on  Rules  and  Administration,  while 
.J.Res.  25,  the  proposed  constitutional  aniendment  to  eliminate  the  poll  tax,  went  to  the 
enate  Judiciary  Committee.  Anti-lynch  legislation  also  went  to  that  CoramitteeJ  as  did  S. 
he  annibus  civil  rights  proposal.  Senator  Morse's  proposal  to  eliminate  segregation  in  the 
istrict  of  Columbia  is  before  the  District  Committee,  and  the  Humphrey  bill  to  prohibit 
egregation  in  interstate  transportation  facilities  is  before  the  Committee  cm  Interstate  and 
oreign  Commerce.  Members  of  these  Committees  are  listed  in  Register  Christian  Opinion,  which 
as  sent  out  with  Newsletter  No.  111.  Letters  to  Senators  and  Representatives,  expressing 
nterest  in  civil  rights  legislation,  would.be  helpful  at  this  time,  particularly  if  they  are 
lembers  of  the  above  committees. 

TWO  POSSIBLE  SOLUTIONS  TO  FOOD  SURPLUS  OFFERED 


|q  March  11,  Senator  Surray  of  Montana  introduced  S.  J.  Res  $6,  on  behalf  of  himself  and  a 
i-partisan  group  of  23  other  Senators,  to  provide  for  the  creation  of  an  International  Food 
leserve.  On  March  I6,  Senator  Kefauver  introduced  a  bill  (S.  1329)  "to  provide  for  the  ship- 
lent  of  surplus  food  ccmmodities  to  the  people  of  the  Republic  of  Korea."  Both  of  these  pro- 
osals  are  based  on  a  recognition  of  the  tragic  situation,  whereby  large  surpluses  of  such  foods 
IS  butter  and  wheat  exist  in  the  United  States,  while  people  in  other  parts  of  the  world  face 
lalnutrition,  and  at  times,  starvation. 

ienator  Kefauver 's  proposal  calls  for  the  distributior^  to  the  Korean  people,  of  surplus 
iommodities  now  held  by  the  Ccxnmodity  Credit  Corporation.  Of  the  surplus  held  by  the  Commodity 
tedit  Corporation,  more  than  100  million  pounds  of  butter  have  not  been  allocated  for  any 
lonstractive  use.  First  priority  would  be  given  to  the  needs  of  military  personnel  of  the 
tepublic  of  Korea;  the  remainder  would  be  distributed  by  the  Korean  government  to  the  civilian 
opulation.  The  FCNL  believes  that  the  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  should  not  continue  to  hold 
arge  quantities  of  surplus  foodstuffs,  while  present  world  needs  for  them  continue.  While 
^le  needs  of  the  military  personnel  in  Korea  should  certainly  be  taken  into  account,  it  is 
loped  that  a  large  proportion  of  the  surplus  could  be  devoted  to  help  meet  civilian  needs. 


ienator  Murray's  proposed  International  Food  Reserve  would  provide  for  storage,  in  the  United 
itates,  or  other  countries,  of  surplus  raw  commodities.  This  Reserve,  which  would  be  created 
iirough  negotiations  between  the  United  States  and  other  representatives  at  the  United  Nations 
nd  at  the  Food  and  Agricultural  Organization,  would  be  developed  in  such  a  way  as  to  prevent 
actreme  price  fluctuations,  to  alleviate  famine  and  starvation,  and  to  absorb  temporary  food 
iurpluses. 

n  the  long  run,  the  solution  of  a  world  shortage  of  food  would  seem  to  be  the  development  of 
letter  production  and  distribution  methods  throughout  the  world  -  not  just  the  storage  of  a 
arplus  by  one  country,  and  the  eventual  distribution  of  that  food  to  other  countries.  Staple 
icmmodities  should  not  be  wasted,  and  the  use  of  such  staples  to  meet  emergency  situations 
tach  as  famines  should  be  encouraged.  At  the  same  time,  a  large  part  of  United  States'  efforts 
iiould  be  devoted  to  the  improvement  of  world  farm  technology  through  the  Food  and  Agricultural 
Irganization,  and  the  technical  assistance  program,  rather  than  to  rely  unduly  on  stop-gap 
»asures  such  as  an  International  Food  Reserve. 

lOCTORS'  DRAFT  NOW  UNDER  CONSIDERATION  BY  ADMINISTRATION 

bill  to  provide  for  the  extension  of  the  doctors*  draft  under  Selective  Service  is  now  being 
rawn  up  by  the  Administration,  and  will  be  before  the  Armed  Services  Committees  of  the  House 
nd  the  Senate  soon.  Time  spent  by  a  doctor  in  Civilian  public  Service,  during  or  after  the 
»st  war,  has  not  been  taken  into  consideration  in  the  current  draft  of  doctors.  The  FCNL  has 
fged  that  the  law,  if  extended,  provide  for  credit  for  time  served  in  CPS  by  Conscientious 
bjectors.  It  is  expected  that  there  will  be  prolonged  hearings  in  both  Houses,  after  the  bill 
i  introduced,  and  the  FCNL  will  file  a  request  to  be  heard  at  that  time,  both  in  opposition  to 
lie  extension  of  conscription  and  in  favor  of  recognition  for  previous  CPS  service. 


,,  oaauivavnt)  •!  msimm  •om  'A>SC  m*04  ao  avavaii 

'■■aMaa  «tfuoN  'NOSVIM  AMV  «Oa  afavvaAOBaan  ai  •aaatvaaaoa..* 


«  mi  <!«u*j  _ 

z  E 

Z  39»i50d  $  n  Z 

■I  t  1  ■*  '9*  n  a* 


<> 


■D  ‘a  'Z  NQIONIH6VA 
)n0i|uoM  -laaus  3 

‘N0IXV1SI031  IVNOIXVN 
NO  3HlXI^k\iCO  SONlIHd 


Pat,e  U 


Washington  Newsletter  No.  112 


INDIAN  LEGISUTION  BEFORE  CONGRESS 


The  Indians  of  Alaska  need  help.  Their  only  representative  in  Congress  is  a  non-voting  delega 
who  favors  the  bill  they  fear.  The  bill  is  H.R.  1921,  to  settle  Alaska  native  possessory 
rights  through  proceedings  in  the  Court  of  Claims.  The  general  method  is  acceptable,  but  son 
of  the  details  of  the  bill  are  unfair. 

The  bill  provides  that  if  the  natives  prove  ownership  to  lands  within  the  exterior  boundaries 
of  a  national  forest,  the  court  may  force  them  to  take  a  money  judgment  in  lieu  of  the  land 
The  Forest  Service  insists  that  the  Indians  not  be  given  title  to  any  of  the  timber  because 
divided  ownership  of  the  timber  would  discourage  pulp  mills  from  operating  in  Alaska.  Such 
proposed  condemnation  of  property  for  private  use  is  contrary  t o  the  Bill  of  Rights.  Moreove 
many  native  villages,  gardens,  and  cemeteries  are  "within  the  exterior  boundaries  of  the 
national  forest."  Under  the  present  wording  of  the  bill,  it  is  conceivable  that  they  could  be 
forced  to  accept  a  money  judgment  for  such  lands,  and  be  dispossessed  frcm  their  hemes.  It  wo 
be  desirable  to  have  a  clause  in  the  bill  to  guarantee  protection  of  the  Indians  at  this  poin 


The  bill  would  require  the  natives  to  take  cash  in  lieu  of  any  rights  they  might  prove  to 
waters  below  the  high  water  mark.  The  native  economy  is  in  great  part  based  on  fishingj  cash 
compensation  can  never  equal  the  value  of  the  fishing  rights  that  are  to  be  taken  away. 
Moreover,  if  ownership  is  cut  off  at  the  high  water  mark,  it  is  questionable  if  the  natives 
could  even  erect  canneries  which  extend  out  into  the  water  in  that  section. 

The  Indiana,  and  parties  representing  then,  were  given  an  opportunity  to  testify  in  late  1951 
on  H.R.  ii388  of  the  82nd  Congress,  which  was  substantially  the  same  as  H.R.  1921.  They  have 
not  had  a  chance  to  be  heard  this  session.  However,  the  hearings  have  now  been  extended  to 
April  1.  The  bill  will  then  be  reported  to  the  House,  by  the  House  Committee  on  Interior  and 
Insular  Affairs.  The  Chairman  of  the  Committee  is  Congressman  A.L.  Miller  of  Nebraska;  the 
members  are  listed  in  Register  CiiTistian  Opinion. 


SENATOR  FLANDERS  URGES  RENEWAL  OF  PEACE  EFFORTS 

Senator  Ralph  E.  Flanders  of  Vermont,  in  an  address  given  to  the  American  Association  for  the 
United  Nations,  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  March  3>  urged  two  things.  He  believes  that  the  United 
States  should  propose  far  broader  peace  terms  to  the  United  Nations,  including  the  establishit 
of  a  neutral  zone  along  the  Yalu,  an  offer  to  rebuild  North  and  South  Korea,  the  holding  of 
free  elections  in  Korea  under  U  N  auspices,  and  greater  efforts  to  overcame  the  division  of  tt 
world  by  iron,  bamboo,  and  other  curtains.  Finally,  he  advocated  renewed  U  S  efforts  toward 
disarmament.  You  will  soon  receive  a  reprint  of  this  address,  under  separate  cover. 

(Research  on  this  Newsletter  by  Betty  Ann  Hershberger.) 
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(Eongressional  Uecord 
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Terms  for  Peace  in  Korea  and  Guaranteed  a  luncheon  for  the  American  Association 


Universal  Disarmament 

SPEECH 

OP 

HON.  RALPH  E.  FLANDERS 

OF  VERMONT 

IN  THE  SENATE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 
Friday,  March  6, 1953 

Mr.  FLANDERS.  Mr.  President,  we 
are  fortunately  free,  so  far  as  the  present 
administration  is  concerned,  of  support¬ 
ing  and  enjoying  the  contemptible  policy 
of  allowing  our  soldiers  and  our  allies  to 
be  shot  at  on  the  stationary  battle- 
front  in  Korea  for  an  indefinite  time. 
What  many  of  us  have  called  a  stale¬ 
mate  has  been  better  termed  by  Gen¬ 
eral  Van  Fleet  as  a  sitdown.  A  stale¬ 
mate  is  a  situation  in  which  the  forces 
are  so  evenly  balanced  that  neither  can 
get  ahead  of  the  other.  A  sitdown  is 
a  situation  where  one  side  by  deliberate 
policy  refuses  to  take  military  advan¬ 
tage  when  it  is  plain,  clear,  and  unde¬ 
niable.  Our  sitdown  has  continuously 
weakened  us  and  continuously  strength¬ 
ened  the  Communist  position. 

The  question  is,  what  are  we  to  do  next 
now  that  our  minds  are  clear  and  we  are 
open  to  consider  a  change  in  policy? 

There  is  one  change  in  policy,  Mr. 
President,  which  lies  on  the  side  of  politi¬ 
cal  action,  and  may  be  added  to  our  mili¬ 
tary  policy  whatever  that  may  turn  out 
to  be.  The  political  action  will  not  work 
against  constructive  military  policy. 
Both  will  work  to  strengthen  each  other 
and  strengthen  the  free  nations  of  the 
world. 

What  our  political  action  might  be,  I 
have  set  forth  in  a  talk  which  1  gave  at 
‘  249800—46153 


for  the  United  Nations  at  the  Shoreham 
Hotel  on  Tuesday,  March  3. 

The  death  of  Joseph  Stalin  may  well 
have  world-shaking  results,  but  it  should 
have  no  effect  on  such  diplomatic  policies 
as  I  am  proposing,  since  these  are  based 
on  eternal  truths  and  the  spiritual  laws 
of  the  universe.  They  are  not  super¬ 
vened  by  current  events,  no  matter  how 
portentous  these  may  be. 

Mr,  President,  I  ask  unanimous  con¬ 
sent  that  the  address  delivered  by  me 
on  the  occasion  referred  to  be  printed  in 
the  body  of  the  Record  following  these 
remarks. 

There  being  no  objection,  the  address 
was  ordered  to  be  printed  in  the  Record, 
as  follows: 

Next  Steps  for  the  United  Nations 

There  has  been  a  tendency  In  public 
thinking  to  write  off  the  United  Nations  as  a 
failure.  The  fact  that  so  many  constructive 
proposals  have  been  vetoed  by  the  Soviet 
Government  has  led  to  proposals  for  a  com¬ 
plete  reorganization  of  the  whole  institu¬ 
tion.  There  Is  a  large  body  of  opinion  whicn 
feels  that  our  common  action,  particularly  in 
search  of  a  common  defense  against  aggres¬ 
sion,  has  been  stopped  by  an  insurmountable 
roadblock. 

This  roadblock  Indeed  does  exist  so  far  as 
certain  types  of  action  are  concerned.  It 
does  not,  however,  prevent  all  useful  action 
nor  does  it  place  a  bar  across  the  road  to 
what  may  be  the  most  useful  and  effective 
types  of  action  open  to  the  United  Nations. 
Our  opportunities  are  ahead  of  us,  not  be¬ 
hind  us. 

The  new  courses  of  action  will  be  directed 
particularly  toward  measures  which  have  in 
them  a  large  moral  content  and  which  will 
draw  to  their  support  the  spiritual  forces  of 
the  globe  and  of  the  universe.  Let  us  look 
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at  a  few  examples  of  undertakings  of  this 
sort. 

First  It  would  seem  entirely  feasible  to 
take  our  part  In  the  Korean  war  out  of  the 
classlAcatlon  of  a  contest  for  power  and  seek 
to  resolve  it  on  the  basis  of  well-being  of 
people.  It  would  seem  that  this  could  easily 
be  done  by  announcing,  unilaterally,  terms 
on  which  the  United  Nations  would  be 
willing  to  end  the  conflict,  not  by  a  truce,  hut 
by  a  peace. 

ESTABLISH  A  NEUTRAL  ZONE 

A  first  provision  of  such  terms  would  be 
to  offer  to  Communist  China  a  neutral  zone 
along  the  Yalu  whose  neutrality  would  oe 
Inspected  and  administered  by  a  commis¬ 
sion  composed  solely  of  Asiatic  nationals. 
This  would  take  care  of  the  only  interest  m 
the  Korean  war  which  Communist  China  has 
expressed;  viz  that  she  wants  assurance  that 
Manchuria  will  not  be  Invaded  from  the 
southeast.  That  government  would,  there¬ 
fore,  be  furnished  with  a  face-saving  pro¬ 
posal  and  the  United  States  and  other  west¬ 
ern  nations  would  be  freed  from  the  accusa¬ 
tion  that  this  war  is  a  part  of  a  contest  for 
power  between  Washington  and  Moscow. 
These  terms  would  renounce  political  power 
on  the  part  of  the  so-called  “capitalist  na¬ 
tions  and  colonizing  powers.” 

These  terms  should  be  broadcast  to  the 
soldiers  of  the  Communist  armies,  over  the 
air  and  from  the  air.  It  is  important  that 
they  should  know  that  there  is  nothing  for 
them  to  fight  for  except  Russian  imperial¬ 
ism.  Everything  else  is  theirs  if  they  will 
cease  fighting. 

REBUILD  NORTH  AND  SOUTH  KOREA 

If  we  then  made  definite  the  offer  to  re¬ 
build  in  usable  form  the  housing,  transpor¬ 
tation,  and  Industries  of  northern  Korea  as 
well  as  southern  Korea,  the  war-torn  popu- 
ulations  of  the  north  should  be  anxious  for 
a  settlement  on  this  basis. 

HOLS  FREE  ELECTIONS 

After  rebuilding,  the  United  Nations  would 
offer  to  carry  out  its  original  purpose  of 
holding  free  elections  by  means  of  which  the 
reunited  country  could  select  its  own  form 
of  government. 

Every  group  except  professional  Commu¬ 
nist  politicians  would  derive  advantages  from 
the  proposed  settlement.  This  would  in- 
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elude  the  Communist  government,  the 
Communist  soldiers  and  the  harassed  citi¬ 
zens  of  North  and  South  Korea.  It  could  be 
stopped  by  a  veto  from  Moscow  whose  sup¬ 
port  of  the  war  has  been  so  clearly  recorded 
by  Ambassador  Lodge.  But  such  a  veto 
would  open  itself  to  the  clear  demonstra¬ 
tion  that  the  purposes  of  Moscow  are  the 
accumulation  of  power  and  not  the  well¬ 
being  of  people. 

ELIMINATE  ALL  KINDS  OF  CURTAINS 

Another  line  of  thought  and  action  that 
must  be  pursued  is  the  project  for  eliminat¬ 
ing  curtains  whether  of  iron,  bamboo,  or 
other  materials.  These  curtains  prohibiting 
intercourse  between  the  peoples  of  the  world 
is  an  offense  in  the  sight  of  God  and  man. 
He  who  has  made  of  one  blood  all  the  na¬ 
tions  of  the  earth  does  not  desire  that  H'.s 
sons  should  be  separated  from  each  other  in 
groups  which  have  no  communication  or 
personal  relationships. 

The  curtains  must  be  attacked.  We  can 
draw  support  for  such  an  attack  from  na¬ 
tions  which  are  now  trying  to  remain  neu¬ 
tral  in  what  appears  to  them  to  be  a  contest 
for  power  between  Moscow  and  Washington. 
These  nations  can  Join  our  side  gladly  and 
strongly  since  this  proposal  is  not  one  for 
power  but  for  the  dignity,  freedom  and  in¬ 
tercommunication  of  peoples. 

One  of  the  points  which  should  be  brought 
out  is  that  no  nation  which  hides  behind 
the  curtain  can  honorably  seek  admission 
to  the  United  Nations.  We  have  seen  that 
the  countries  behind  the  curtain  which  al¬ 
ready  have  been  admitted  are  unable  and 
unwilling  to  act  as  members  of  the  family 
of  nations.  They  have  cut  themselves  off 
from  that  role.  It  is  unfortunate  that  they 
have  gained  entrance  to  the  United  Nations 
when  they  cannot  fulfill  their  responsibili¬ 
ties  therein.  We  must  make  every  effort  and 
offer  every  proper  Inducement  for  them  to 
raise  the  curtain,  but  our  experience  is  such 
that  we  must  oppose  the  entrance  of  those 
countries  who  thus  prevent  themselves  from 
carrying  out  the  obligations  of  membership. 

This  is  a  much  stronger  bar  to  recognition 
than  is  the  fact  that  we  detest  certain  forms 
of  government.  Diplomatic  history,  prac¬ 
tice,  and  precedent  do  not  prohibit  the  rec¬ 
ognition  of  a  detestable  de  facto  adminis¬ 
tration.  But  when  it  comes  to  granting  the 
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privileges  of  recognition  to  a  nation  which 
hides  behind  a  curtain  and  so  is  unwilling 
to  carry  out  the  responsibilities  of  recogni¬ 
tion  and  membership  in  the  family  of  na¬ 
tions,  that  is  a  new  condition,  and  it  must 
be  met  with  new  determination  and  new 
precedents.  But  with  this  determination 
goes  the  responsibility  of  welcoming  and 
assisting  any  genuine  moves  by  Communist 
China  to  draw  the  curtain  aside. 

SUPPOKT  UNIVEBSAL  GUARANTEED  DISARMAMENT 

Of  the  many  opportunities  to  move  into 
the  held  of  moral  issues  and  spiritual  power, 
there  is  one  which  we  must  continue  to  pre¬ 
sent  and  support.  That  is  universal  guaran¬ 
teed  disarmament. 

There  is  no  substitute  for  such  thorough¬ 
going  disarmament.  There  is  no  substitute 
for  having  it  guaranteed  in  the  terms  of 
international  Inspection  and  administration. 
When  the  other  nations  of  the  world  open 
themselves  to  international  Inventory,  in¬ 
spection,  and  control  of  arms  and  munitions, 
the  nations  which  refuse  obviously  refuse 
for  unworthy  purposes.  This  situation  must 
be  continuously  presented  and  continuously 
pressed. 

Here  again  we  have  a  project  which  is 
based  on  the  well-being  of  peoples  rather 
than  the  aggrandizement  of  power.  To  re¬ 
fuse  to  accept  terms  of  complete  Inspection 
is  to  give  plain  indication  that  the  nation 
which  refuses  to  accept  such  a  program  is 
not  concerned  with  the  well-being  of  the 
peoples  of  the  ecrth.  It  is  not  concerned 
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with  the  well-b3lng  of  its  own  people.  It 
sets  power  above  people.  This  position  is 
one  which  should  draw  condemnation  from 
nations  which  have  tried  to  stay  neutral  be¬ 
cause  they  feared  being  drawn  into  a  power 
contest.  There  is  no  power-seeking  left 
here.  There  is  nothing  but  concern  for  the 
material  and  spiritual  well-being  of  the  citi¬ 
zens  of  all  natiors. 

While  continuously  presented  in  the 
agenda  of  the  Council  and  in  the  forum  of 
the  Assembly,  continued  rejection  must  lead 
to  other  means  of  presenting  the  popular 
cause.  It  will  then  become  the  duty  of 
those  responsible  for  the  Information  pro¬ 
grams,  beamed  to  the  citizens  of  the  coun¬ 
tries  behind  the  curtains,  to  raise  questions 
in  the  minds  of  those  citizens  as  to  why 
they  should  continue  to  bear  this  heavy 
load  of  armies,  arms,  and  armament.  Ques¬ 
tions  should  be  Implanted  in  their  minds  as 
to  whether  their  governments  really  care 
anything  about  them  as  persons  or  are  only 
concerned  with  their  usefulness  in  support¬ 
ing  power  politics.  By  continuing  such  an 
information  campaign  simply,  strongly,  and 
continuously,  forces  can  be  set  in  motion 
which  will  weaken  the  foundations  of  totali¬ 
tarian  imperialism  and  help  to  bring  the 
world  back  to  peace,  prosperity,  and  spiritual 
progress. 

“People,  not  power,”  must  be  the  watch¬ 
word  of  the  United  Nations.  Moving  in  this 
spirit  and  with  this  purpose,  a  brighter  future 
lies  open  ahead  of  us. 
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